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May 17. 2002

Mr. Barry Young
'Bay .I\rea Air Quality Management District

939 Ellis Street
San rt'aI1cisc;o, CA 94109

By facsImile to: 415-749-5030 and by U.S. Mai/

Public Comment on the Proposed Major Facility Pernllt for the Rhodia, Inc., Facility #B1661Re'

Dear Mr. YOU11g:

I am writing you today on behalf of Ollr Children' s Earth Foundation. in order to conlment on the
proposed Major Facility Review permit for the R11odia, Inc., Facility #B166l. We believe that the
proposed pertnit is not ctlrreJ).tly Qcceptable and noeds to be revi5ed prior to finalizntiQn. 01.lt rcasons for

obj~til1g to the current draft are as follows:

Illsufficient ,Statemcnt of Basis. We continue to maintain that the District should prepare more
comprehensive basis statements in order to make its major facjlity permits more understandable to
reviewers and the seJleral public. The Rhodia. basis statement needs to contain a more det~iled
facility description. including infonnation on the permitted and exempt sources and their e!}'jssions
(type and quantity), a discussion of the overall production process including a diagram showing the
li11kage ofthc facility process equipment, and the history of the construction and n1odification of the
process system. This infomlation provides the necessary factual background for the District's permit

decisions.

2. Spent Alkylating Acid 1'anks. 1"he facility uses several large capacity storage tanks to hold spent
alkylating acid (e.g., 8-19,5.20, and 8-54). The Permit Evaluation and Basis Statement states that
the spent acid stored in these tanks may contain up to 15 percent organic compo\.ll1ds. It also states
that the vapor prc.ss\lre of the mixture is expected to be. less than 0.5 psia.. Howeve.r, no e,'ide.nce i~
presented to verify this statement. SIP Regulation 8.5-117 stipulates that in order to be exempt ftom
tttt: [JfUV i:,:j!Jtl~ uf SIP Rt:'6ulatiull 8-5, tlIt.: :)pl;ul Cll;il1lilU~l1Jt: ~lluwn tu 11av~ a Viip()r pre~~ure le~~
th~.I1 0.5 psis, and SIP Re.gulation 8~5-602 requires tl1at the material be tested. Therefore) source
testing should be required in order to exempt 1hese sources from Regulation 8-5. WEJ recommend
th~t S()Ilrr,~ tp~t.~ bfl (',~rrjerl (lIlt O1'1 :l l\('1ri(lni(', h~~i~ l1T1ti 1 the v~ri~hility in. tbA nrg~J)j(", content of thf)

acid mixture has been adequately characterized.

In addition. these sources also appear to be subject to SIP Regulation 8-2, which limits organic vapor
emission& from miscellaneous operations to 1 S pounds per day and a concentration ofless than or
equal to 300 ppm total carbon. This condition should be inctuded in the permit along with

appropriate compliance monitoring requirements.
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3. Other operations with VOC~conta1nillg fluids. Any other miscella11COUS facility operations that store,
proces.q or tr.qfJ~ter VOC~~n1't~iniJIB soh,tiong also appear to be gubject to SIP Regulation 8-2. This
ShOlIJd be documented in the pennit, and appropriate conditions aJ.l.d molutoring requirements ShO1,IJ~1
b~ pl(fl.;t;ll uPQ11lli~ ~Ull[l:t)~

4. Section VII. This section is missing tablea, or at least table entries, that describe various compliance
monitoring req111rf';mel't.~ for the ~batemf';nt c1t',vj(',r'.~ For exRmple, Pemlit Condition #13337.18
reqllires visible cmissions nlonitoring for A;.16. However, there is no table in Section VII for A-16,
noT is thcro any rncntio11 of A-16 moLlitoring requjrelll~~lts j"t1 the t(tblt~ fur rt'l~l~l! sources 5-51 or S-
52. Please rcvisc this section to include all monitoring requirements for the abatement dcvices. Wc
recommeud that the monitoring requirements specific to the abatement devices be placed in separate
abatement-device tables, rather than being included ill the .l;m1rCC tRhle~.

5. PoJnlit Collditiol1 #2756.2. No ju5tifi~atioll has becn provided for changing the uIJur ~uwpltlinL
thre.shold from 2 to 5 confinned complaints. Given that the faciljtyprocesses odiferO1.kS materiaJs, we
believe that the original pent1it condition is reasonable and should be retained.

6. PemJit condjtion #2756.17 requires that pressure drop across A- 7 be measured on a monlhly basis.
Howcvcr, thc CAPCOA~ARD~EPA guidancc for pcriodic monitoring ofwet scrubb"r5 rccoll1monds
weekly reoording ofp.ressure drop and scrubbing liquid flow rate, and a weekly qualitative check to
make sure that the settling pond is working adequately. The monjtoring requjreme.ots for A- 7 ShO\lld
be changed to reflect this guidance.

7. Pen11it Conditiou, if13337. According to tbi$ condition, vi5ible particulatc cmissions nt 8-51, S-S21

A-16, A-17 are to be checked on an annual basis. We rccoInn1end that visible emissions be
monitored on a quarterly basis to account for weather and other sources of variabIlity.

8. Pernlit Condltion ffJ 7734.17. In addition to requiring the n1onitoring ofpH at A-2 and A-ll we
r:ecOnJn1el1d thl1t the scrubbing liquid flow rate be .uonito:I'Cd on a w~clcly basis whcn tho 3crubl,cr is

operating.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any question regarding this correspondcncc.

Sincel-ely,

~~~

Ken Kloc
Staff Scienti st
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